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Interview Summary 



Application No. 

09/922,483 



Examiner 

Ulrike Winkler 



Applicant(s) 

FINKBEINER, STEVEN 




All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Paula Borden (App Rep) . O Wn/ce Winkler mr^ 

(2) Dr. Finkbeiner (A pp) ^ 

Date of Interview: 07 October 2003 

Type: a)p] Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)M No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: all pending . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 



Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. hM N/A. 

' nte t K ieW indUdin9 descri P tion of the Sonera! nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 

STtIr^X^PE^IV^^ 1 ST °™ C f k ACT '°» "UST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet INTERVIEW. See 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Examiner's signature, if required 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
a nZn, 0 ,' Pat » nt E f a . ml " ln . 9 Procedure < MPEP >' Se «ion 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

^^^^^^ 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



any alleged oral promise, 

fcK^^^S^^r^^ E£2 based exclusively on the written record in the ™» if that is *- 

the examSS «*■*« ° f ani " te ™ w °< ™« *• application file, unless 

which bear directly on the qulsta of patentabHity responsib " lt y t0 see that such a record « made and to correct material inaccuracies 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^r^n^ ther ^ agre ! men | was reached and if *>, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

Note:Agreementastoa,,o 9 wabi.ity^ 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following. aoDlicable items- 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted applicable items. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) InteSS^^^ ° f 3 SUbStantiVe natUrS diSCUSSed ' Unless these are 'escribed °" *. 

5) a bnef identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

LnirpH t£ £l™ a T me '] t !L need n0t be lengthy or elaborate - A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thnjst of the principal araumerte nratelto ^ 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the appHcant may d«KKn2^Td ftiS- 
m a "I 086 he or she feels were or mi 9 h « °e Persuasive to the exam ner.) em P has ' z * and fully 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> KSer.' 96neral reSUltS ° f ° UtC ° me ° f the interVieW UnleSS already described in the ' nterview Summary Form completed by 
accurate, th^r^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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